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RECENT THEOLOGICAL LITERATURE 



HARPER'S COMMENTARY ON AMOS AND HOSEA 

Students of the Old Testament have now, for the first time in many 
years, an adequate commentary on Amos and Hosea. 1 We have been liv- 
ing in an era of abridged textbooks, and have suffered accordingly. The 
"compendious hand-commentary" is usually like a cheap field-glass, having 
neither a wide circle of view nor sharp definition. It is far from being use- 
less; but the purchaser who really feels the need of a supplement to his eye- 
sight will generally wish that he had bought something else. It is, there- 
fore, especially pleasant to welcome President Harper's thorough and com- 
prehensive treatment of Amos and Hosea, the two most important members 
of this difficult group, the Dodekapropheton. 

The introductory part of the Commentary contains a little more than 
one hundred and eighty pages. This includes a valuable essay, of about 
seventy pages, on the historical preparation for the work of Amos and 
Hosea, as well as a special introduction to the book of each prophet, under 
the headings: "Personal life," "Message," "Ministry," and "Literary 
Form of the Book" (with a table). There are also brief chapters on the 
poetical form of these prophecies, their language and style, and the text and 
versions. Each of these two last-named chapters contains a good deal of 
illustrative material conveniently arranged. The old Greek (LXX) version 
is perhaps dismissed a little too summarily, and the statement that "the 
character of its rendering is in general the same in Amos and Hosea as 
elsewhere" (p. clxxiv) might mislead the student. The Greek Old Testa- 
ment contains almost every variety of translation, the work of translators of 
the most widely differing equipment and methods. The literature of the 
two prophecies is given with great fulness; there is a chronological table of 
Israelitish life and thought, covering three pages; and at the end of the 
book a good index and a sketch-map. 

The interpretation of the prophecies is given in three parts: first, a brief 
discussion of the text and versions; then the commentary proper; and 

1 A Critical and Exegetical Commentary on Amos and Hosea. By William Rainey 
Harper. ["The International Critical Commentary."] New York: Scribner, 1905- 
clxxxi+424 pages. $3 net. 
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lastly, grammatical, lexical, and other technical annotations, in fine print. In 
each of these divisions the discussion is sufficiently full, and generally clear. 
Like some of its predecessors in the series, this Commentary pays consider- 
able attention to the history of exegesis, including both the older and the 
more recent literature. The work of collecting and sifting this varied and 
scattered material has been done with great industry, as every page bears 
witness. Nearly every modern publication with any reasonable claim to 
attention seems to have been taken into account. Occasionally the work of 
compilation bears the marks of haste. It sometimes happens that several 
mutually conflicting views of the point under discussion are recorded with- 
out criticism or any expressed preference, so that the reader is left in doubt 
as to the view held by the author of the Commentary. Again, the some- 
what bewildering plan of the book, according to which any given passage 
may be discussed in several different places, has occasioned some dis- 
turbing omissions. Thus, the fact that the last clause of Amos 2 :i2 is here 
regarded as an interpolation might conceivably be mentioned on pp. 53 f. 
(fine print; poetic structure of the passage), or p. 54 (fine print; text and 
versions), or p. 57 (large print; the main comment, where primary and 
secondary portions of the text should of course invariably be distinguished), 
or p. 59 (fine print; the more technical commentary). As a matter of 
fact, it is mentioned only en p. 54, and there in an ambiguous way. Simi- 
larly, anyone who wished to get the author's view of Amos 1:14 would read 
through his whole discussion of the verse, in the three separate places 
where it is treated (text, commentary, technical details), without ever 
suspecting that he excides the last clause as secondary. The reason for 
the excision in each of these two cases, it may be added, is the supposed 
demand of the strophic structure. 

The treatment of the text is on the whole conservative, the emenda- 
tions adopted being generally those which the soberest scholarship of the 
present day would approve. No new examination of the old versions is 
attempted, but the work of previous investigators is sifted with excellent 
judgment. In the separation of secondary elements from the work of Amos 
and Hosea, the conclusions reached by President Harper are essentially 
the same as those which have already been adopted by most commenta- 
tors of the more advanced school. The exceptions are occasiona clauses 
which are excided — or, in one or two cases, added — in the interest of the 
supposed strophe. I confess to having felt a little disappointment at his 
treatment of the important passage Amos 6:2, which he expunges, as do 
the most of the leading; commentators. But is it so certain that we know 
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the exact circumstances of the time in which Amos wrote ? 2 There is 
no attempt to rearrange the prophecies, according to the taste of the mo- 
ment, but they are allowed to stand as they always have stood. A few 
clauses are transposed, to be sure (see the list, p. clxxvi), and in the first 
three chapters of Hosea one or two more considerable transfers are made; 
but these are chapters whose mutual incoherence is generally recognized, and 
this new attempt to solve their chief difficulty will be found a helpful one. 

Considerable space is devoted to the literary character of these prophe- 
cies, and it is here that President Harper's principal independent contri- 
bution to their interpretation is made. He proceeds on the theory that 
the typical form of the prophetic "message" was poetry, not prose, and that 
there can be no satisfactory exegesis without due recognition of the liter- 
ary quality and form of each utterance. These are ideas which have been 
more or less familiar to students of the Old Testament for some time past. 
Numerous attempts have recently been made, principally by German 
scholars, to restore the original metrical form of this or that prophecy, and 
each one of these attempts has brought us nearer to the goal, though the 
most of them have made such an impression of arbitrary procedure as 
greatly to lessen the value of their results, and even to make the reading 
public suspicious of every theory of Hebrew metrics. President Harper's 
own investigations in this field are not new to American students of the Old 
Testament, for they have been published from time to time, since 1898, 
in the Biblical World and elsewhere. In the Decennial Publications 0} 
the University oj Chicago (First Series, Vol. V, 1904), moreover, he has 
printed the Hebrew text of Amos in full, according to his idea of the ori- 
ginal form, and accompanied it with a translation; and the student who 
wishes to follow, step by step, the methods by which the results contained 
in the present volume were reached, will do well to have before him 
this tentative restoration. Similar attempts in the case of Hosea have 
appeared in the American Journal oj Semitic Languages, Vols. XVII, XX, 
XXI, and (the translation) in the Biblical World for December, 1904. 

The main fact, that the Hebrew prophets composed at least a con- 
siderable part of their homilies or rhapsodies in true poetic form, seems 

3 Of course I admit that the text of vs. 1 is corrupt; and I would make the same 
slight changes in vs. 2 that are made in this Commentary. But may not the difficulties of 
vs. 1 be entirely removed by emending "Op2 according to the Greek, and reading DD3 
instead of Dnb? Thus: b/STXn TTO. D3b "IXT1 D'WI rfWSn 1Sp3 ; "They [the 
Assyrians] have plucked off the foremost of the nations, and your turn will come next, 
O house of Israel!" lBp3, fareTpfrrqaav is a telling word here (cf. Isa. 17: 6; 24: 13), 
and this is just the sort of figure of speech to expect from Amos. The veiled allusion 
to the Assyrians is also thoroughly characteristic; cf. vs. 14 in this same chapter. 
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now likely to make its way rapidly to general recognition. The present 
volume states the argument clearly and forcibly, and applies the prin- 
ciples of the theory with such painstaking care and genuine literary appre- 
ciation that it must be counted a valuable contribution to the whole 
discussion. An outline of the author's own theory is given in the Intro- 
duction, in the section on "The Poetical Form of Amos and Hosea," pp. 
clxxiv-clxxix. This is brief compass, to be sure, and one could wish that 
more space had been given to this summary, on the other hand, it is to be 
remembered that the author has treated these matters elsewhere, and 
that he gives abundant references both to his own discussions and to 
those of other scholars. The conclusions which he has reached independ- 
ently are, in the main, those which have recently been promulgated 
by other investigators. There is true meter in these prophecies, and not 
simply a more or less rhythmical diction. Well-defined varieties of meter 
can be recognized, and the laws which govern their composition can be 
discovered and formulated. 

In the attempt to restore the original form of these "poems," the 
author's attitude toward the two prophets is everywhere that of an inter- 
preter rather than that of a redactor with full powers. Instead of making 
a Procrustean bed, and then hacking his victim into the desired shape, 
after the manner now usual, it is plain that he regards it as his task to 
make his theories fit the traditional text. In one point, however, he 
seems to the present reviewer to proceed without due warrant, namely, 
in the emphasis which he lays on the strophe, or stanza. Underlying 
all his reconstruction is the assumption that poetic form implies strophic 
form. He says, for instance, in his Preface (p. ix): "It is impossible 
now to study the thought of these prophetic sermons without recognizing 
fully this fundamental factor [viz., arrangement in regular stanzas] in their 
form of composition. As a matter of fact, 'strophic structure' is only 
another name for 'logical structure.'" But can such a sweeping state- 
ment as this be justified ? Why may not poetry be logically constructed 
even when it is not arranged in stanzas of fixed length ? A large part of 
the world's best poetry, both ancient and modern, is altogether devoid 
of strophic structure. The comparison of the poetry of other Semitic 
peoples, moreover, would not lead us to expect the use of strophic forms 
by the Hebrew writers. Arabic poetry, as a rule, has no stanzas; the 
same is true of Syriac (in less degree), and apparently also of Assyrian 
poetry. Even in the Hebrew Psalms, where corresponding verses of equal 
length might first of all be looked for, it is surprising how few are the evi- 
dent traces of anything of the kind. And in the Prophets, many of which 
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have recently been investigated from this side, it does not seem to the 
writer that any clear case of deliberate arrangement in regular strophes has 
thus far been demonstrated. President Harper proceeds here with admi- 
rable caution, it is true, making the fewest possible alterations in the 
received text (I do not know of any other advocate of the "strophe" who 
has proceeded with so smail a measure of arbitrariness); nevertheless, the 
number of transpositions, omissions, and even occasional additions which 
his theory makes necessary must raise a serious doubt in the mind of any 
reader, especially when it is observed how forced many of these changes 
really are. 

But such details as these, Li regard to which there may well be dif- 
ference of opinion, are relatively of only slight importance. The main 
question is concerning the value of the Commentary as an interpretation 
of these two great prophets, and as a true account of the religious condi- 
tions in which they did their work. And here the verdict must be em- 
phatically favorable. It is written on the basis of a thorough study of the 
history of Israel, and with true perspective. Its author has made his way 
far into the thought of Amos and Hosea, and is in full sympathy with 
them. It is everywhere plain that his primary aim is to interpret them 
fairly and helpfully. And he has done so. Few, it any, of the com- 
mentaries of this series will be of more real assistance to the student and the 
layman than this one. It is greatly to be regretted that its author 
was not enabled to carry out his plan of commenting on all of the books 
of the Minor Prophets. But the most important part of the task, by far, 
is this which he has here completed. 

Charles C. Torrey. 
Yale University. 

A NEW EDITION OF CORNILL'S INTRODUCTION 1 
CornilPs compact and masterly "Introduction to the Old Testament," 
of which the first edition appeared in 1891, has enjoyed a deserved popu- 
larity. The second and larger edition appeared in 1892, the third and 
fourth editions were published in 1896, and now a fifth edition is neces- 
sary. This is described on the title-page as a "new and completely 
revised edition." The description is true in so far as the book has been 
reset and printed from new plates. The contents, however, have been 
changed but little. Page after page is identical with the last edition, 
except for trifling corrections and improvements of the style. 

1 Grundriss der theologischen Wissenschajten. Erste Abteilung: Einleitung in 
die kanonischen Biicher des Alten Testaments. Von Carl Heinrich Cornill. Fiinfte, 
vollig neu gearbeitete Auflage. Tubingen: Mohr, 1905. 350 pages. M. 5. 



